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Dear C-ary, 

B e closer to you for a few hour? next week, but not close enough and 
not long enough. Detroit, Wednesday, for taping TV. 

The two things you report are exciting; the Similes visiter end Brannon. 

I wo ; never persuaded he t /ss sher? bs said in Zap ruder but foiled to €0 the 
fins work you did. Congratulations! 1 expect to dine with Jim tomorrow night 
before he makes a speech. I ssa ‘oerta in he’ll be interested in both. 

although the vIA i? prsc&ide: by low from any internal operations, I on 
confident they are very active under e variety of covers, 1,8,, recruiting, 
evaluating, etc. Thcuo is r.e fBl report of an -interview with Similes. I her the 
assurance 6Lssi 1 have everything in the files. 

One thing troubles mo. Perhaps there is a simple explanation. Presumes bly 
Sunday Similes was hack hone. The FBI man in Canada is called, I believe, the 
2 legal attache". C-oJ’ knows wne.t the CIA calls itself. Did he not get any card, 
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auv identification’ Or is fuss Davies ar.l 1 ’ m too tired to understand" 

/ * 

lour comment about Brennan is an understatement. 

But doss this not uL 1 add point and reason to the deliberate suppression 
of thexriiotographic evidanca* 

/ 

You ask the meaning of '‘control over doctrine 1 '. From your letter fair-: is 
no problem, for you alone will do the writing. However, when there is collaboration 
and area for disagreements, the beliefs you express, the editorial decisions-what 
to have in, what to 1 ava out-whet the books will say, really, hew it is said end 
why. An agreement on control eliminates subsequent disputes. 

Sprague's estimate of where Similes should appear is sound. 1 think he will. 

It would bs interesting the Bremen story was true of Suins and a few 
of the others. 
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